CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
CENTRAL VALLEY REGION

NOTICE OF EFFECTIVENESS OF ORDER NO. R5-2006-0025

. RATIFYING THE 16 MARCH 2006 SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT
| BETWEEN
| CENTRAL VALLEY REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
AND
HILMAR CHEESE COMPANY, INC., AND HILMAR WHEY PROTEIN, INC.
MERCED COUNTY

Notice is hereby given that the action styled “Hilmar Cheese Company, Inc., and Hilmar
Whey Protein, Inc. v. California Regional Water Quality Control Board for the Central
Valley Region,” Merced County Superior Court, Case No. 148824, was dismissed by
Hilmar Cheese Company, Inc., and Hilmar Whey Protein, Inc., without prejudice on
March 17, 2006, in accordance with the “Dismissal and Tolling Agreement” presented to
the Regional Board at its March 16, 2006 meeting, a true copy of which is attached hereto
as Attachment I. A true copy of the entered “Request for Dismissal” without prejudice is
| attached hereto as Attachment IL

Accordingly, the condition to the Regional Board’s acceptance of the 16 March 2006
Settlement Agreement in Regional Board Order No. R5-2006-0025 (“Order”) has been
removed, and the Order is unconditional and effective. As provided in the Order, any
petition for review of the Order pursuant to California Water Code section 13320 must be
received by the State Water Resources Control Board within 30 days of the Board’s action
which took place on March 16, 2006. I, PAMELA C. CREEDON, Executive Officer, do
hereby certify that the foregoing is true and correct.

)
~ /3

PAMELA C. CREEDON, Executive Officer

A
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Attachment |

DISMISSAL AND TOLLING AGREEMENT

This Dismissal and Tolling Agreement (“Agreement”), dated March 16, 2006, is
entered into by and between Hilmar Cheese Company, Inc., and Hilmar Whey Protein, Inc.
(hereinafter collectively “Hilmar™) and the California Regional Water Quality Control Board for
the Central Valley Region (“Regional Board”). Hilmar and the Regional Board are sometimes
referred to individually as “Party” and collectively as “Parties.” '

RECITALS

A. There is pending before the Regional Board an enforcement action against
Hilmar — Administrative Civil Liability Complaint (“ACLC”) No. R5-2005-0501 — in which the
Executive Officer of the Regional Board has sought the imposition of administrative civil
liability against Hilmar.

B. In that enforcement proceeding, Hilmar and Prosecutioh Staff have
entered into a Revised Settlement Agreement (“the Revised Settlement Agreement”) that is set
for possible approval and ratification by the Regional Board on March 16, 2006.

C. [f approved by the Regional Board and not reversed, overturned or
materially altered on appeal, the Revised Settlement Agreement would resolve all pending issues
in the ACLC proceeding.

D. There 1s also pending in the Merced County Superior Court a certain
action entitled Hilmar Cheese Company, Inc., and Hilmar Whey Protein, Inc. v. California
Regional Water Quality Control Board for the Central Valley Region, Merced Superior Court
Case No. 148824, in which Hilmar has filed a first amended and supplemental petition for writ of
mandate and complaint for declaratory relief challenging the lawfulness of the Water Quality.
Control Plan for the Sacramento River and San Joaquin River Basins (“the Basin Plan).and the
Water Quality Objectives established by the Basin Plan (“the Basin Plan Litigation™).

E. The Revised Settlement Agreement does not purport to resolve, and does
not resolve, the issues raised by the Basin Plan Litigation.

F. To the extent reasonably possible, the Parties would like to resolve all
outstanding disputed issues between them.

, G. The Parties desire to enter into a dismissal and tolling agreement on the
following terms and conditions. '

NOW, THEREFORE, for good and valuable consideration, the existence and
-sufficiency of which the Parties hereby acknowledge, IT IS HEREBY AGREED AS
FOLLOWS: _ : '



AGREEMENT

1. Agreement Conditioned on Approval of Revised Settlement
Agreement by Regional Board. This Agreement is expressly conditioned upon the unconditional
approval and ratification of the Revised Settlement Agreement in ACLC No. R5-2005-0501 by
the Regional Board at its public meeting of March 16/17, 2006 (with any further modifications as
may be agreed to by the parties to the Revised Settlement Agreement prior to such approval and
ratification).

2. Dismissal of the Basin Plan Litigation Without Prejudice. Hilmar
agrees that within fifteen (15) business days of the Regional Board’s unconditional approval and
ratification of the Revised Settlement Agreement in ACLC No. R5-2005-0501, as provided in
Paragraph 1 above, Hilmar will dismiss its first amended and supplemental petition for a writ of
mandate and complaint for declaratory relief in the Basin Plan Litigation, and the entire Basin
Plan Litigation, without prejudice.

3. Tolling Agreement. The Regional Board agrees that this Agreement
shall act to toll completely any possible statutes of limitation, laches or any other time-bar
defenses that may operate in favor of the Regional Board in connection with the Hilmar’s filing
or otherwise initiating or reinstating any lawsuit, action, causes of action, claims or any other
legal proceeding against the Regional Board challenging the lawfulness of the Basin Plan, the
Water Quality Objectives contained in the Basin Plan or any Waste Discharge Requirements
based on such Water Quality Objectives only from the date Hilmar dismisses the Basin Plan
Litigation without prejudice until the date of Hilmar’s initiation or reinstatement of the lawsuit,
action, causes of action, claims or other legal proceeding against the Regional Board.

4. No Effect on Any Earlier Tolling, Any Claims, or Any Defenses. The
Tolling Agreement set forth in Paragraph 3 above is intended to preserve the starus quo at the
time this Agreement is executed. Nothing in this Agreement shall constitute, effect, be construed
or be asserted by or on behalf of any Party, to waive, restrict, negate or supersede any other
tolling of any limitations, by common law, statute, equity, or otherwise prior to or subsequent to
the date Hilmar dismisses the Basin Plan Litigation without prejudice pursuant to this
Agreement, and any such tolling rights are expressly retained and supplemented by this
Agreement. Further, nothing in this Agreement is intended to waive or limit the existing claims
or defenses of any Party.

5. Persons and Entities to Be Bound. This Agreement shall be binding
on and inure to the benefit of the Parties and their respective successors and assigns. This
Agreement shall be non-assignable and non-transferable.

6. Warranties of Authority. Each of the undersigned represents that he or
she is duly authorized to enter into this Agreement on behalf of the Party or Parties indicated.

7. . Costs of the Basin Plan Litigation. Each of the Parties agrees that each
Party will bear its own costs and attorneys’ fees incurred in connection with its litigation of the
Basin Plan Litigation. '




8. Limitations on Initiation, Filing and/or Reinstatement of the Basin

Plan Litigation. Notw1thstand1ng the fact that Hilmar’s dismissal of the Basin Plan Litigation is

“without prejudice,” the Parties agree that Hilmar will not initiate, file, and/or reinstate any
lawsuit, action, causes of action, claims or any other legal proceeding against the Regional Board
challenging the lawfulness of the Basin Plan or the Water Quality Objectives contained in the
Basin Plan or any Waste Discharge Requirements based on the Basin Plan and/or Water Quality
Objectives except in one of the following circumstances: (1) if the Regional Board commences
or refers for commencement any new administrative or judicial enforcement action against
Hilmar based on the allegedly unlawful Basin Plan, Water Quality Objectives or Waste
Discharge Requirements; (2) if the Regional Board issues new Waste Discharge Requirements
for Hilmar based on the allegedly unlawful Basin Plan or Water Quality Objectives; or (3) if the
Regional Board imposes upon Hilmar a major substantive change in an existing Regional Board
order, including, but not limited to, the selection and imposition upon Hilmar of a remedial
alternative under Cleanup and Abatement Order No R5-2004-0722 that is based on the allegedly
unlawful Basin Plan, Water Quality Objectives or Waste Discharge Requirements. Moreover,
the Parties agree that Hilmar may not initiate, file, and/or reinstate any such lawsuit, action,
causes of action, claims or other legal proceeding against the Regional Board unless, at the time
it does so, it is in compliance with the Revised Settlement Agreement, including any then
effective Interim Operating Requirements contained in the Revised Settlement Agreement.

9. Initiation, Filing and/or Reinstatement of the Basin Plan Litigation If
Regional Board Approval of Revised Settlement Agreement is Reversed, Vacated, Overturned or
Materially Altered on Appeal or Review. Notwithstanding the limitations of Paragraph 8 above,
if the Regional Board’s approval of the Revised Settlement Agreement in ACLC R5-2005-0501
is reversed, vacated, overturned or materially altered by the State Water Resources Control
Board or by a court of competent jurisdiction on appeal or review of the Regional Board’s
approval of the Revised Settlement Agreement, the Parties agree that Hilmar may, to the extent
allowed by law, initiate, file, and/or reinstate, and may prosecute without limitation, any lawsuit,
action, causes of action, claims or any other legal proceeding against the Regional Board
challenging the lawfulness of the Basin Plan, the Water Quality Objectives contained in the
Basin Plan or any Waste Discharge Requirements based on such Basin Plan and/or Water
Quality Objectives.

10. Venue. The Parties agree that the proper venue for any such lawsuit,
action or other legal proceeding as described in Paragraphs 8 and/or 9 above is the Merced
County Superior Court.



Dated: March | \()2006 Dated: March /£ , 2006

Hilmar Cheese Company, Inc., and Hilmar California Regional Water Quality Control
Whey Protein,nc. Boar entral Valley Region

MM

Cﬁeter 6@’ and President ~ Pamela Creedon, Executive Officer

Dated: March /4, 2006 Dated: March (&, 2006

APPROVED AS TO FORM: APPROVED AS TO FORM:
Steefel, Levitt & Weiss, Bill Lockyer, Attorney General of California

fﬂéz\,. By -

By

Mark Fogelman &/ Charles W. Getz, IV
Counsel for Hilmar Cheese Company, Inc., Counsel for the California Regional Water
and Hilmar Whey Protein, Inc. Quality Control Board for the Central Valley
. Region
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P.02/02

ATTORNEY DR PARTY WITROUT Amnsev(m
Mark Fogelman (SB# 50510
Craig Bloomgarden (SB# 110241)
STRBEFRL, LEVITT & WEISS
One Embarcadero Center, 30th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94111

ATTORNEY FOR Mamsi:  Hiimar Cheese Co.,

(415) 783-0200

Hilmar Whey Protein, Inc,

' t lLfim!abun‘ruse:omv
MEQLED COUNTY

TELEPHONE NO.-

1"2.5,—7737 \”\é '\u

JuEAR GF THe supERioR COURY

at ,_.—-RUW .

e snme o eourt aad nnme of kedeial dhffel snd brgnch eowt, Tany:

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF MERCED

pLaNTIFEPETIIONER: Hilmar Cheese Company, Hilmar Whey
Protein, Tne.
DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT:  California Regional Water Quality Control

Board for the Central Valiey Region

REQUEST FOR DISMISSAL CASE NUMBER:
[ 1Parsonal Injury, Property Damage, or Wrongful Death 148824
] motor Vehicle [T Jother
[ JFamily Law
[ Eminent Domaln A
Other (specify); Psiition for writ of mundate, writof ady tive mond and

- A onformed copywill notbe retumed by the clerk unless a mathod of return Is provided wuh tha documant. —— |
1, TO THE CLERK: Plaaze dismiss this action as follows:

a. (1) [ with prejudice 2y X without prejudice
b. (1) (] Complaint 2) [ Petition

on (date); .
-on (date):

(3} ] Cross-complaint fled by (name):
(#) T Gross-complalnt flled by (name):
(5 Entire action of all parties and all causes of aclion

® [_] other (spectiy):*
Date: March 17,2006 - g

Maxk Fogelman }

T (SIGHATURE)
(TYPEORPRINTNAMEOF [ ]avronney [ ] PARTYWITHOUTATTORNEY)  Auamey or party without éMmgA{on-H'l ar Cheese
Compauny, Prglmar ‘Whey Protein, Inc.
Plaintifi/Petiioner
1 Crosscomplainant

» |f dismiseal requested la of spocified padies only, of spogificd causes of
aclon only, or uf specified crasscomplaints only, 3o stats and lently -
hs parties, cavses of aclon, or sraes-complaints b be dismissad.

2. TO THE CLERK; Consent to the above dismlzsal Is hersby glven. ™

Date: ’
{BTGNATURE) -

Attorney or party without stiomay for:

{1 DefendantRespondent

(TYPEORPRINTRAMECF [ JAYTORNEY [ JPARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY)

**if a cosscomplaint - of Response (Famlly Law) seeking affrmative
reflef « & on Mo, the aliomey for cross-complabmnt {aspondant)
?au%) Biﬁa)‘ it oonsanl ¥ required by Code of Civil Procedire section

) ar .

(To eLompleted by cler -
%éggmlssal a%tsred)as requested on {Uale): MAR 1 7 2006
D

4. Ismissal entered on (date): as {o only (namej:
5. (1 Dismissal not entered as requested fos the following reasons (speclfy): - .

(] FlaintififPetiioner
[ Cross-complalnant

[ pefendant/Respondent

6. [ a. Atiomey or party without attormey natifled on (date): '
b, Attomey or party without attomey nat notifled. Flling party falled to provide
{1 & copy to conform means to return copformed copy
RUTH GALLAGHER

Date: AR 17 2006 KATHLEEN GOETSCH  Clerk by

REQUEST FOR DISMISSAL

. Deputy

Frum Aopled by (ha
Judislsl Gaunedl of Callfornla
333(:)(5}mav Jonuary Y, 1857]

MandsloryFomm

ooy of Ohal Procodure, § 581 81584,
Cal, Rulss of Coun, rules 363, 1233

Sogns

11813146.4f - 31702006 1:14:41 PH TOTAL P.B2




STEEFEL, LEVITT & WEISS

A PROFESSIONAL CORFQRATION

ONE EMBARCADERO CENTER

- 30TH FLLOOR - SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111-3719

Telephone: (415) 788-0900 - Facsimile: (415) 788-2019
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PROOF OF SERVICE

I, Michelle Chavez, declare as follows:

I am employed in the City and County of San Francisco, California. I am over the
age of eighteen years and not a party to this action. My business address is STEEFEL, LEVITT
& WEISS, One Embarcadero Center, 30th Floor, San Francisco, California 94111-3719. On

March 17, 2006, I served the within:
REQUEST FOR DISMISSAL

on the interested parties in this action addressed as follows:

Charles W. Getz IV
Deputy Attorney General

Melissa A. Thorme
Nicole E. Granquist

State of California - Office of the DOWNEY BRAND LLP
Attorney General 555 Capitol Mall, 10th Floor
Suite 11000 Sacramento, CA 95814

455 Golden Gate Avenue

San Francisco, CA 94102-7004

(BY MAIL) By placing such document(s) in a sealed envelope, with postage
thereon fully prepaid for first class mail, for collection and mailing at Steefel,
Levitt & Weiss, San Francisco, California following ordinary business practice. I

am readily familiar with the practice at Steefel,

Levitt & Weiss for collection and

processing of correspondence for mailing with the United States Postal Service,
said practice being that in the ordinary course of business, correspondence is
deposited in the United States Postal Service the same day as it is placed for

collection.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the
foregoing is true and correct and that this declaration was executed on March 17, 2006, at San

W@@M

Francisco, California.

19116:6498626.1

Michelle Chavez

PROOF OF SERVICE




